A NOTE ON CHRONOLOGY

(I) THE PROBLEM

IN the present work the first approach to the histories of the civiliza-
tions has been to make a comparative study of them as so many
representatives of one species of Human Society, and this comparative
treatment postulates that all representatives of the species are in some
sense 'philosophically contemporary* with one another,1 however far
apart their locations may be on a chronological chart. In Parts II-V
inclusive, which occupy the whole of volumes i-vi except for an intro-
ductory Part I, the chronological relation between one civilization and
another has therefore not been a question of crucial importance; for a
more or less correct knowledge of the internal chronology of each
civilization is all that is required for attempting a comparative study of
the geneses, growths, breakdowns, and disintegrations of the civiliza-
tions known to have existed up to date.

In the present concluding batch of volumes, however, the writer has
been confronted with the task of trying to bring the respective internal
chronologies of all the known civilizations into relation with one another
by entering them all on a single Time-chart in so far as the historical
evidence accessible in A.D. 1952 has allowed of this; for these volumes
vii-x, containing Parts YI-XIII, are concerned in Parts VI-YIII with
the relation of 'apparentation' and 'affiliation* between an antecedent
and a posterior civilization, and in Parts IX-X with encounters between
contemporaries in the Space-dimension and between non-contempora-
ries in the Time-dimension. Moreover, the inquiry into universal
churches in Part VII has raised the question of the relation of these
religious institutions to the civilizations that have preceded them and
have followed them, and this has led to an analysis of the species of
Society that we have called 'civilizations' into sub-varieties, represent-
ing different generations, which are distinguished from one another by
differences in their historical relations to the higher religions.2 It is
evident that for these purposes we need to know how the several
internal chronologies of our twenty-one civilizations (or whatever the
number may be) stand to one another; and, as soon as we try to work out
a single consolidated Time-chart, we find that the means at our disposal
differ sharply in the degree of their adequacy or inadequacy in two
different sets of cases.

For a student of the histories of civilizations who was working in the
Western World in the twentieth century of the Christian Era, it was
comparatively easy to correlate the Western Civilization's chronology
with the chronologies of its living contemporaries (the Near Eastern
Orthodox Christian, Russian Orthodox Christian, Iranic Muslim,
Arabic Muslim, Hindu, Chinese Far Eastern, and Japanese Far Eastern
societies) and also with the chronologies of antecedent civilizations (the
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